United States Patent and Trademark Ofhce 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark OtBce 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



10/616,770 



FILING DATE 



07/10/2003 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



Robert V. Nonneman 



826 7590 08/25/2010 

ALSTON & BIRD LLP 

BANK OF AMERICA PLAZA 

101 SOUTH TRYON STREET, SUITE 4000 

CHARLOTTE, NC 28280-4000 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



018360-261264 



ZARE, SCOTT A 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



KJtSiVrXS nvrliyjts OUff Iff fcff Jr 


Application No. 

10/616,770 


Applicant(s) 

NONNEMAN ET AL. 


Examiner 
SCOTT A. ZARE 


Art Unit 

3687 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
eamed patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 24 June 2010 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-45.48-56 and 60-145 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1-32 and 60-124 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 33-45.48-56 and 125-145 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 

'TOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20100818 



Application/Control Number: 10/616,770 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3687 

DETAILED ACTION 

A Non-Final Rejection was mailed on 03/31/2010 in which claims 33-45, 48-56, 
and 125-145 were rejected. Applicant has responded by submitting Amendments to the 
Claims and Remarks, received 06/24/2010 which are now the subject of this Office 
Action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth In this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the Invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner In which the Invention was 
made 



Claims 33-45, 48-56, 127-128, 131-133, and 136-145 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Westbury et al. (US 6,873,963, referred 
hereinafter as "Westbury') in view of Savino et al. (US 6,015,167, referred hereinafter 
as "Savino") in view of Swan et al. (US 6,901 ,304, referred hereinafter as "Swan") in 
further view of Boucher et al. (US 2003/0097306, referred hereinafter as "Boucher"). 



In regard to claim 33 (and claims 127 and 128) . M/estouAy discloses a system for 
transporting a package from a sender to a receiver by a carrier, the system comprising: 
• a sender computer system (i.e., source 12) comprising: 
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o a processor configured to: 

■ transmit object identification data identifying one or more objects, 
tine objects defined by a sender to identify one or more products or 
other contents of at least one a pacl<age (see column 3, line 64 - 
column 4, line 10, disclosing "a supplier 12 provides a transmission 
to manufacturer 16, in the form of an electronic document referred 
to as commodity information, which contains certain characteristics 
of the supplier goods being delivered to manufacturer," including 
the "part number"; see also, specifically, column 4, lines 9-10, 
disclosing "[tjhis commodity information is supplied to tracking 
system 20 through communication link 22"); and 

• a carrier computer system (i.e., tracking system 20) comprising: 
o a processor configured to: 

■ receive the object identification data (see column 4, lines 9-1 0, 
disclosing "[tjhis commodity information is supplied to tracking 
system 20 through communication link 22"); 

■ receive package identification data that uniquely identifies the 
package (see column 3, line 64 - column 4, line 10, disclosing a 
"unique package number"); 

■ receive event data that is generated as the objects pass through at 
least one portal (see column 4, lines 25-65, disclosing "carrier 14 
issues an electronic document to tracking system 20" which include 
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information such as "departure and arrival times" "[w]lien siiipping 
units 18 initially pick up the goods from supplier 12"); 

■ provide data, to at least one device or recipient (see column 8, lines 
7-25, disclosing "user terminal 52"), identifying the objects, a 
location of the objects and a status of the objects being transported 
in the at least one package within a transport network of the carrier, 
wherein data is provided as the objects pass through one or more 
portals (see column 6, lines 7-64, disclosing the tracking system 
collecting commodity information as objects passing through a 
plurality of intermediate locations 28); 

■ transmit the data to a second computer system (see column 3, lines 
40-50, and FIG. 1, disclosing "Manufacturer 16"). 

In regard to elements linking and storing of object identification data, as recited in 
claim 33, Westbury 6\sc\oses storing the object identification in association with the 
package identification data and storing the event data in association with the package 
identification data (see column 5, lines 13-16, disclosing "tracking system 20 loads the 
information provided by all commodity information and all the carrier shipment 
notifications into a standard database"). Thus, although it may arguably be implicit, 
W/esfibu/y fails to explicitly disclose: 

■ linking the object identification directly with the package 
identification data and linking the event data directly with the 
package identification data; and 
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■ storing tlie object identification data in association with the linked 
package identification data and the event data in association with 
the linked package identification data; 

Savino discloses: 

■ linking the object identification directly with the package 
identification data and linking the event data directly with the 
package identification data (see column 2, lines 4-6 and Figure 5; 
see further, column 4, lines 20-27, disclosing "[t]he bar code links in 
the database 14 or supplier digital processor 12 a plurality of 
predetermined relevant purchase and shipping information entered 
by the customer and associated with a purchase order" and 
furthermore that "the bar code shipping label provides information 
directly entered by the customer"); and 

■ storing the object identification data in association with the linked 
package identification data and the event data in association with 
the linked package identification data (see column 3, lines 25-47 
and Figure 2); 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Westbury 
to include linking the object identification directly with the package identification data 
and linking the event data directly with the package identification and storing the object 
identification data in association with the linked package identification data and the 
event data in association with the linked package identification data as taught by Savino 
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so that only a single bar code would need to be used as a package identifier to retrieve 
all relevant purchase order information. See column 1, lines 14-55. 

Furthermore, Westbury does not disclose wherein the at least one portal has at 
least one scanner and furthermore, wherein data is provided as the objects are scanned 
by scanning devices of the portals. Furthermore, although Savino generally discloses 
the use of a scanner at a portal (see column 3, lines 25-47), Savino fails to explicitly 
disclose providing data, identifying the objects, a location of the objects, and a status of 
the objects being transported in the package, as the objects are scanned by scanning 
devices of the portals. 

Swan discloses a carrier computer system comprising a processor configured to 
provide data, to at least one device or recipient, identifying the objects, a location of the 
objects and a status of the objects being transported in the at least one package as the 
objects pass through one or more portals and are scanned by scanning devices of the 
portal within a transport network of the carrier. See Swan, column 1 , under 
"SUMMARY"; see also, for example, column 14, disclosing a "disposition message." 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the combination of Westbury and Savino to include wherein the 
portal has a scanner wherein data is provided as the objects are scanned by scanning 
devices of the portals because scanners as taught by Swan would allow the system to 
read information about the items at the portal and "maintain disposition information 
about the items, which is made visible to enterprises in the supply chain." See Swan, 
column 1, under "SUMMARY". 
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Also, while l/Kesfbury discloses that the data can be read and used by computer 
systems implementing various data formats, protocols, and applications (see column 5, 
lines 15-48, disclosing "all commodity information and all the carrier shipment 
notifications [are loaded] into a standard database" to generate "the supply shipment 
report"), it does not specifically show tagging the object identification data, the package 
identification data, and the corresponding event data. Savino and Swan each fail to 
cure this deficiency. 

Boucher discloses tagging data so it is readable and usable by computer 
systems implementing various data formats, protocols, and applications. (See 
paragraph 35, disclosing "specific data tags.") 

It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to modify Westbury 
in view of Savino in view of Swan to include data tags as taught by Boucher because 
"data tags would be required to describe output data in a complete form." (See 
paragraph 35.) 

In regard to claim 34 and 131 . M/isstou/y further discloses wherein the object is 
the product. (See column 4, disclosing "supplier goods") 

In regard to claim 35 and 132 . Westbury further discloses wherein the object is 
the package. (See column 4, disclosing "shipment") 

In regard to claim 36 and 133 , Westbury 6oes not disclose wherein the object is 
the group of packages. Swan discloses wherein the object is the group of packages. 
(See column 4, lines 20-30.) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Westbury 
in view of Savino to include wherein the object is the group of packages because that 
would allow "data structures and persistent storage 202 records" to "maintain[ ] a 
representation of the relationship, state, and history of logical and physical items 
tracked by the [system]." 

In regard to claim 37 (dependent on claim 33), the combination of Westbury, 
Savino, and Boucher does not disclose wherein the object is a parent that contains at 
least one child object. Swan discloses wherein the object is a parent that contains at 
least one child object having respective object identification data. (See column 4, lines 
20-30.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
combination of Westbury, Savino, and Boucher io include wherein the object is a parent 
that contains at least one child object because that would allow "data structures and 
persistent storage 202 records" to "maintain[ ] a representation of the relationship, state, 
and history of logical and physical items tracked by the [system]." 

In regard to claim 38 (dependent on claim 33), M/isstouAy further discloses 
wherein the processor of the sender computer system is further configured to: 

■ transmit the package identification data to the carrier computer 
system. (See column 3, line 64 - column 4, line 10); 

In regard to claim 39 (dependent on claim 33), Westbury d^oes not disclose 
wherein the package identification data is provided by the scanner of the first portal to 
encounter the package as the carrier transports the package from sender to receiver. 
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Savino discloses wherein pacl<age identification data is provided by the scanner of the 
first portal to encounter the package, yet is silent as to whether it must occur while the 
carrier transports the package from the sender to receiver. 

Swan discloses wherein package identification data is provided by the scanner of 
the first portal to encounter the package as the carrier transports the package from 
sender to receiver. (See column 1 1 , line 54 - column 1 2, line 30.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Westbury 
in view of Savino to include wherein the package identification data is provided by the 
scanner of the first portal to encounter the package as the carrier transports the 
package from sender to receiver to so that the system is could "provide for periodic 
updates of location." (See column 12, line 56.) 

In regard to claim 40 (dependent on claim 33), Westbury 6oes not disclose 
wherein the scanner comprises an optical scanner that scans the package identification 
data from a shipping label attached to the package. Savino discloses wherein the 
scanner comprises an optical scanner that scans the package identification data from a 
shipping label attached to the package. (See column 3, line 25-47.) 

It would have been obvious to include wherein the scanner comprise an optical 
scanner that scans the package identification data because an optical scanner is one of 
many technologies that could be used to read information from a tagged item. (See 
column 3.) 
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In regard to claim 41 (dependent on claim 40), Westbury does not disclose 
wherein the package identification data is in the form of a barcode scanned by the 
optical scanner. (See column 4.) 

Savino discloses wherein the package identification data is in the form of a 
barcode scanned by the optical scanner. (See column 3.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Westburyto include wherein the package identification data is in the 
form of a barcode scanned by the optical scanner as taught by Savino so that it is not 
necessary to input data into a PC thus making the operation more efficient. 

In regard to claim 42 (dependent on claim 41 ), Westbury in view of Savino does 
not disclose wherein the scanner comprises an electromagnetic scanner. Swan 
discloses wherein the scanner comprises an electromagnetic scanner scanning at least 
the object identification data from the product inside of the package. (See column 4, 
line 60 - column 5, line 10.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Westbury 
in view of Savino to include wherein the scanner comprises an electromagnetic scanner 
because that would allow a tag to be read "without physical contact between the tag and 
the reader." (See column 4.) 

In regard to claim 43 (dependent on claim 42), Westbury in view of Savino does 
not disclose wherein the object identification data is encoded in a radio frequency 
identification (RFID) tag scanned by the electromagnetic scanner. Swan teaches 
wherein the object identification data is encoded in a radio frequency identification 
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(RFID) tag scanned by the electromagnetic scanner. (See column 4, line 60 - column 
5, line 10.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Westbury 
in view of Savino to include wherein the object identification data is encoded in a RFID 

tag scanned by the electromagnetic scanner as taught by Swan because that would 
allow a tag to be read "without physical contact between the tag and the reader." (See 
column 4.) 

In regard to claim 44 (dependent on claim 33), M/isstouAy further discloses 
wherein the portal is associated with an event related to the status of the package in 
route from the sender to the receiver within the transport and storage network of the 
carrier. (See column 4, lines 25-65.) 

In regard to claim 45 (dependent on claim 33), M/isstouAy discloses wherein the 
portal is located at one of sender's location. (See column 4 lines 25-65.) 

In regard to claim 48 (dependent on claim 33), M/isstot/Ay further discloses 
wherein the event data includes description data associated with the event. (See 
column 4, e.g., "ETA".) M/isstouAy further describes the event by using the identify of at 
least one of the scanner and portal (in this case the portal) reporting the package 
identification data to the carrier computer system. (See column 4, lines 25-45.) 

In regard to claim 49 (dependent on claim 48), M/isstot/Ay discloses wherein the 
description data comprises characters describing the event as at least one of "package 
pick up," "package received at pickup distribution hub," "package exited pickup 
distribution hub," "package on long-haul transport," "package off long-haul transport," 
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"package arrived at receive distribution hub," "package exited receive distribution hub," 
and "package delivered." (See column 4, lines 25-45, disclosing "departure and arrival 
times.") It should further be noted that the specific quoted limitations in claim 49 are 
merely nonfunctional printed matter. USPTO personnel need not give patentable 
weight to printed matter absent a new and unobvious functional relationship between 
the printed matter and the substrate. See In re Lowry, 32 F.3d1579, 1583-84, 32 
USPQ2d 1031, 1035 (Fed. Cir. 1994); In re Ngai, 367 F.3d1336, 70 USPQ2d 1862 
(Fed. Cir. 2004). Thus, the limitations are given no patentable weight. 

In regard to claim 50 (dependent on claim 33), H/estot/ry further discloses 
wherein the event data comprises location data indicating a location at which the event 
occurred. (See column 4, lines 25-45, disclosing "pickup location.") 

In regard to claim 51 (dependent on claim 50), M/isstouAy further discloses 
wherein the processor of the carrier computer system is further configured to: 

■ determine the location at which the event occurred based on data 
identifying at least one of the scanner and portal received with the 
package identification data. (See column 4, lines 25-45.) 

In regard to claim 52 (dependent on claim 50), Westburytioes not disclose a 
scanner. Savino discloses a scanner, but fails to disclose generates location data 
indicating a location at which the event corresponding to the event data occurred, the 
location data included with the package identification data reported by the scanner. 
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Swan discloses the scanner, wherein the scanner generates location data 
indicating a location at which the event corresponding to the event data occurred, the 
location data included with the package identification data reported by the scanner. 

Swan further discloses a portal with a scanner which generates location data 
indicating a location at which the event corresponding to the event data occurred. (See 
column 4, line 50 - column 5, line 10.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Westbury in view of Savino to include wherein the portal has a 
scanner because scanners would allow the system to read information about the items 
at the portal and "maintain disposition information about the items, which is made visible 
to enterprises in the supply chain." (See column 1 , under "SUMMARY".) 

In regard to claim 53 (depending on claim 52), M/isstouAy discloses wherein the 
location includes at least the sender's location. (See column 4 lines 25-65.) 

In regard to claim 54 (dependent on claim 33), M/isstot/Ay discloses wherein the 
event data comprises data indicating date and time at which the event occurred. (See 
column 4 lines 25-65.) 

In regard to claims 55-56 (dependent on claim 54), l/Kesffcu/y discloses wherein 
the processor of the carrier computer system is further configured to: 

• timestamp the received package identification data with date and time data 
and store the same in association with the package identification. (See 
column 4 lines 25-65) 



Application/Control Number: 10/616,770 Page 14 

Art Unit: 3687 

Westbury 6oes not disclose wherein the package identification data is received 
from the scanner. Savino discloses wherein the package identification data is received 
from the scanner. (See column 3.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include wherein the package identification data is received from the scanner 
because that would allow a tag to be read "without physical contact between the tag and 
the reader." (See Swan, column 4.) 

In regard to claim 56 (dependent on claim 54), Westbury in view of Savino does 
not disclose wherein the scanner timestamps the package identification data and 
transmits the same to the carrier computer system. However, Westbury does disclose 
receiving the package identification data and transmitting the package identification 
information to the carrier computer system. (See column 4.) 

Swan discloses wherein the package identification data is time stamped by the 
scanner. (See column 4, line 50 - column 5, line 10 and column 14, lines 5-12, 
disclosing "timestamp.") 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include wherein the package identification data is received from the scanner 
because that would allow a tag to be read "without physical contact between the tag and 
the reader." (See column 4.) 

In regard to claims 136-137 . Souc/7er further discloses where the tagged data is 
in an extensible markup language format. (See paragraph 35.) 
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In regard to claim 138 . furtlner discloses the system of claim 33, wherein the 
processor is further configured to generate the link between the object identification 
data and the package identification data by associating one or more records of the 
object identification data with one or more corresponding records of the package 
identification data (see column 3, lines 25-47 and Figure 2). 

In regard to claim 139 . Savino further discloses the system of claim 1 27, wherein 
the processor is further configured to generate the link between the object identification 
data and the package identification data by associating one or more records of the 
object identification data with one or more corresponding records of the package 
identification data (see column 3, lines 25-47 and Figure 2). 

In regard to claim 140 . Savino further discloses the system of claim 33, wherein 
the processor is further configured to: 

• generate a record indicative of the link between the package identification 
data and the event data (see column 3, lines 25-47 and Figure 2); and 

• store the record (see column 3, lines 25-47 and Figure 2).. 

In regard to claim 141 . Savino further discloses the system of claim 127, wherein 
the processor is further configured to: 

• generate a record indicative of the link between the package identification 
data and the event data (see column 3, lines 25-47 and Figure 2).; and 

store the record (see column 3, lines 25-47 and Figure 2). 
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In regard to claim 142 . Savino further discloses the system of claim 33, wherein 
the processor is further configured to link the event data to the object identification data 
based on the record (see column 3, lines 25-47 and Figure 2). 

In regard to claim 143 . Savino further discloses the system of claim 127, wherein 
the processor is further configured to link the event data to the object identification data 
based on the record (see column 3, lines 25-47 and Figure 2). 

In regard to claims 144 and 145 . M/isstou/y further discloses wherein the 
processor is further configured to store the event data in association with the package 
identification data as part of a record associated with one or more events related to the 
package as the package progresses through a network of the carrier, (see column 7, 
lines 50 - column 8 line 7, disclosing "tracking system has a processor for processing 
data and storage device for storing data," and interfaces with information links to 
acquire specific information from suppliers 12, intermediate location 28, and final 
destination 34, in order to provide ETA information. 



Claims 125-126 and 129-130 and 134-135 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Westbury in view of Savino in view of Swan in view of 
Bouclier in further view of Bengston (US 2002/0049781 ). 



In regard to claim 125 and 129 . Westbury in view of Savino in view of Swan in 
view of Boucher discloses a system further comprising: 
• a second computer system comprising: 
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o a processor configured to: 

■ receive tlie tagged data from the carrier computer system (see 
Westbury, column 3, lines 35-50, disclosing three links so that the 
tracking system can communicate with three computer systems, 
namely the supplier 12, carrier 14, and manufacturer 26); 

However, Westbury in view of Savino in view of Swan in view of Boucher does 
not disclose: 

o a processor configured to: 

■ retrieve a corresponding network address of a third computer 
system; and 

■ transmit the network address to the carrier computer system. 
Bengston teaches retrieving a network address of a computer system and 

transmit the network address to a second computer system (see paragraphs 40-41 , and 
45; see also Fig. 5 and Fig. 6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Westbury in view of Savino in view of Swan in view of Boucher to 
include to retrieve a network address of a third computer system and transmitting the 
network address to the carrier computer system as taught by Bengston because that 
would allow third parties to receive updated information regarding the packages in 
transmit. 

In regard to claim 126 and 130 . Westbury lurVner discloses a system further 
comprising: 
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• a third computer system (see column 3, lines 35-50, disclosing three links so 
that the tracking system can communicate with three computer systems, 
namely the supplier 12, carrier 14, and manufacturer 26; see also column 7, 
line 50 - column 8, line 25) corresponding to the network address comprising: 
o a processor configured to: 

■ receive and store the tagged data (see column 3, lines 35-50; see 
also column 7, line 50 - column 8, line 25); 

■ receive a request from one or more other computer systems of the 
sender, carrier, receiver, or supplier for the tagged data (see 
column 3, lines 35-50; see also column 7, line 50 - column 8, line 
25) and 

■ to retrieve and transmit the tagged data that can be read and used 

by computer systems implementing various data formats, protocols, 
and applications (see column 3, lines 35-50; see also column 7, line 
50 - column 8, line 25). 
In regard to claims 134 and 135 . Westbury in view of Savino in view of Swan 
discloses a system wherein the third computer system transmitting object identification 
data, the package data, the event data and the tagged data to a fourth computing 
system comprising a processor configured to utilize the object identification data, the 
package data and the event data in one or more applications of the fourth computing 
system. 

Westbury in view of Savino in view of Swan fails to disclose: 
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• transmitting a network address to the carrier computer system wherein the 
processor of the carrier computer system utilizes the network address. 

• tagged data, wherein the tagged data is used to incorporate other data in one 
or more applications of the fourth computing system. 

Bouc/?er discloses tagging data so it can be read and used by computer systems 
implementing various data formats, protocols, and applications. (See paragraph 35, 
disclosing "specific data tags.") 

It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art to modify Westbury 
in view of Savino in view of Swan to include data tags because "data tags would be 
required to describe output data in a complete form." (See paragraph 35.) 

Westbury in view of Savino in view of Swan in view of Souc/7er fails to teach: 

wherein the third computer system transmits a network address to the carrier 
computer system, the processor of the carrier computer system utilizes the network 
address to transmit the object identification data, the package data, the event data and 
the tagged data to a fourth computing system comprising a processor configured to 
utilize the tagged data to incorporate the object identification data, the package data 
and the event data in one or more applications of the fourth computing system. 

Bengston teaches retrieving a network address of a computer system and 
transmit the network address to a second computer system (see paragraphs 40-41 , and 
45; see also Fig. 5 and Fig. 6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Westbury in view of Savino in view of Swan in view of Boucher to 
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include to retrieve a network address of a fourth computer system and transmitting tlie 
network address to the carrier computer system as taught by Bengston because that 
would allow third parties to receive updated information regarding the packages in 
transmit. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 06/24/2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 



Claim Reiections - 35 USC S 103 
The rejections under 35 USC §103 have been traversed. Applicant argues that 
the combination of Westbury, Savino, Swan, and 6ot/c/7er lacks certain elements of 
Applicant's claimed system. Specifically, in regard to claim 33 as amended, Applicant 
argues that combination of Westbury, Savino, Swan, and Boucher does not disclose the 
following presently amended elements: 

(A) a sender computer system comprising a processor configured to 
transmit object identification data identifying one or more objects, the 
objects defined by a sender to identify one or more products or other 
contents of at least one package; and 

(B) a carrier computer system comprising a processor configured to 
provide data, to at least one device or recipient, identifying the objects, a 
location of the objects and a status of the objects being transported in the 
at least one package as the objects pass through one or more portals and 
are scanned by scanning devices of the portals within a transport network 
of the carrier. 
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In regard to element (A), Applicant specifically argues that Westbury, 
alone or in combination with Savino, Swan, and Boucher, fails to disclose a 
sender computer comprising a processor configured to "transmit object 
identifying data identify an object to identify a product." See 
Remarks/Arguments, received 06/24/2010, pg. 25, last paragraph. However, In 
view of the newly added limitations, the Examiner presently relies on additional 
passages within Westbury to disclose the limitations in additio to the passages 
relied upon in the previous Office Action. For example, the Examiner now relies 
on Westbuty, at column 3, line 64 through column 4, line 10, which discloses that 
"a supplier 12 provides a transmission to manufacturer 16, in the form of an 
electronic document referred to as commodity information, which contains certain 
characteristics of the supplier goods being delivered to manufacturer," including 
the "part number", l/l/esfbu/y further discloses, at column 4, lines 9-10, that "[t]his 
commodity information is supplied to tracking system 20 through communication 
link 22". The Examiner notes that the Examiner continues to rely on Westbury's 
"part number" as one of several possible data types disclosed by M/isstoi/Ay that 
is equivalent to "data identifying one or more products." 

In response to Applicants arguments that Westbury is directed toward a 
tracking system for determining the ETA for a particular shipment of goods, the 
Examiner finds this argument unpersuasive. Although the ultimate purpose of 
Westbury is to determine the ETA for a shipment of goods, the Examiner takes 
the position that Westbury 6oes disclose the features recited in element (A), as 
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currently presented, and that although Westbury does additional teach the step 
of further determining the ETA for a particular shipment, Westbury does not in 
any way teach away from the features recited in claim 33. 

In regard to element (B), Applicant argues that Westbury, alone or in 
combination, does not teach "providing any data to a device or recipient identifying any 
supplier goods, a location of the supplier goods and a status of the supplier goods being 
transported in a package as the supplier goods pass through one or more portals and 
are scanned by scanning devices of the portals." The Examiner agrees that Westbury 
alone does not teach the limitations in full. Rather, the Examiner, in view of the newly 
added limitations of element (B), now relies on the combination of Westbury and Swan. 
Specifically, in view of the present amendments recited in element (B), the Examiner 
now relies upon Westbury to teach providing data, to at least one device or recipient 
(see column 8, lines 7-25, disclosing "user terminal 52"), identifying the objects, a 
location of the objects and a status of the objects being transported in the at least one 
package within a transport network of the carrier, wherein data is provided as the 
objects pass through one or more portals (see column 6, lines 7-64, disclosing the 
tracking system collecting commodity information as objects passing through a plurality 
of intermediate locations 28), and Swan to teach providing the data as the objects pass 
through one or more portals and are scanned by scanning devices of the portal within a 
transport network of the carrier (see Swan, column 1 , under "SUMMARY"; see also, for 
example, column 14, disclosing a "disposition message"). Consequently Applicant's 
second argument is also unpersuasive. 
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All Applicant's further arguments rely upon the arguments presented in regard to 
elements (A) and (B), and are consequently found unpersuasive for the same reasons 
as set forth above. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SCOTT A. ZARE whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3266. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 
p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Matt Gart can be reached on (571 ) 272-3955. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Scott A Zare/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3687 
August 19, 2010 



/Matthew S Gart/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3687 
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